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LONDON, OCTOBER 12, 1867. 
—>——— 

THE METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL Law Associa- 
qIoN’s annual meeting was held at Manchester, on the 
9th, under the presidency of Mr. H. S, Wasbrough. 
Want of space obliges us to postpone our noiice until 
another week. It is now ten years since the society 
has met in Manchester; upon the last occasion Mr. W. 
Strickland Cookson presided. In the evening the mem- 
bers were entertained by the Manchester Law Associa- 
tion at their annual dinner. 











A QUESTION on the law of evidence arose during the 
recent hearing of the case against the Fenian prisoners 
at Manchester, which is worthy of notice. Mr. Cotting- 
ham, the counsel for some of the prisoners, proposed to 
prove an alibi in favour of one of them, by the evidence 
of the wife of another. Mr. Fowler expressed much 
doubt as to the competency of the witness, but with that 
indulgent spirit which has distinguished him throughout 
the inquiry, eventually permitted the witness to be called. 
We much doubt if Mr. Cottingham will be allowed so 
much latitude at the approaching trials. Indeed, if the 
prisoners are charged jointly we are sure that he will 
not. The point has already been expressly decided in 
more than one case. Thus in Reg. v. Frederick and 
Tracy, 2 Str. 1095, the prisoners were charged with a 
joint assault, and it was attempted to call the wife of 
one of the defendants as a witness on behalf of the other, 
but the court decided that her evidence was inadmissible. 
Again, in Reg. v. Locher and Others, 5 Esp. 107, a similar 
attempt was made without success. There the charge 
was of conspiracy. The defendants appeared by separate 
attorneys, and severed in their defences. The wife of 
one of them was tendered as a witness on behalf of an- 
other, Lord Ellenborough, however, rejected her evi- 
dence. A joint crime, he said, was imputed, in which the 
husband of the proposed witness was implicated. He 
might, therefore, be benefited—or damaged, as the case 
might be—by her evidence, as well as the person on 
whose behalf alone she was ostensibly called. The ordinary 
rule of exclusion was, accordingly, in his opinion, to be 
acted upon. A similar decision was given in Reg. v. Smith. 
Mood. C. 0. 289, by Mr. Justice Littledale. After the 
trial he had some doubts as to whether he was right, and 
submitted the case for the opinion of the judges, all but 
two of whom held that the evidence had been properly 
rejected. Mr. Justice Littledale himself appears to have 
changed his opinion between the trial and the considera- 
tion of the case by the judges, for his name is found 
with that of Baron Graham in the dissentient minority. 

In criminal cases the law of exclusion to-day is the 
same as in the days of Lord Ellenborough. The 16 & 17 
Vict. c. 83, ti it makes husbands and wives com- 
Petent to give evidence for or against each other in most 
civil proceedings, does not in criminal matters, On 
the policy of excluding such evidence opinions will differ. 
The tendency of modern legislation, however, has been 
towards the removal of all objections, of whatever kind, 
to witnesses on the ground of competency. But as the 





law stands there cannot be much doubt on the point 
raised by Mr. Cottingham. Baron Martin, indeed, at the 
Wiltshire Spring Assizes, in 1864, disapproved of 2 
Smith, to which we have referred above, as far as 
the wife or husband for a prisoner jointly charged with 
the husband or wife was concerned. He thought the 
rule of exclusion applicable only to witnesses for the’ 
prosecution. It is difficult to see what valid ground can 
be assigned for the distinction taken by the learned judge, 
It may be improper to exclude husbands and wives at 
all; but to admit their evidence when it is likely to tell 
one way, and to reject it when it is likely to tell the 
other, seems to us to be unjustifiable. 


A VERY CURIOUS ILLUSTRATION of what is commonly 
called the uncertainty of the law, but which frequently 
means the diversity of human opinion as to questions of 
fact, has been afforded by the results of the inquests 
arising out of the late collision in the Thames of the 
Metis and the Wentworth. There were three inquests; 
one at Plumstead, before one of the coroners for Middle- 
sex; the second at Cubitt’s-town, before one of the 
coroners for Surrey ; and the third, which was held 
some days back, at Dagenham, before Mr. C. C. Lewis, 
the coroner for the Western Division of the county of 
Essex. At the Plumstead inquiry the Metis was held 
to blame ; at the Cubitt’s-town inquiry both the Metis’ 
and Wentworth were held to be at fault; and at the 
Dagenham inquiry the Wentworth was held to blame ! 

This may seem to afford an argument to those who are 
in the habit of inveighing against the jury system in 
general. But a little reflection on the nature of the 
question to be determined will show that a difference of 
opinion as to the culpable cause of the calamity was 
most natural and scarcely avoidable. Two steamboats 
came into collision under these circumstances :—The 
Metis, bound upwards with passengers from Gravesend, 
was running along the Kentish shore about 70 to 
100 yards from the bank, when the Wentworth came 
in view going in the opposite direction. The two vessels 
were in the position described by nautical persons as 
“end on.” According to article 13 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1862, if two ships understeam are meeting 
end on or nearly end on, so that there is danger of col- 
lision, the helm of both should be put to port, se -that 
each may pass on the port side of the other. On the 
other hand, article 19 says that, in obeying and consiru- 
ing the above rules, due regard must be had to all dangers 
of navigation, and due regard must be also had to any 
special circumstances which may exist in any particular 
case, rendering necessary a departure from the above 
rules. In accordance with the first of these articles, the 
captain of the Wentworth put his helm to port. The 
captain of the Metis, thinking that if, under the ciroum- 
atances, he follows the same rule his vessel will be cut 
in two in deep water by the other, avails himself of the 
latitude reserved by article 19, and acts according to the 
best of his discretion by shutting off steam; but seeing 
at once that that course was likely to be most dangerous 
he pushes his vessel on to the shore, to make an un- 
avoidable calamity as light as possible. 

Of course, when the question which party was to blame 
comes to be investigated, there is the usual .contradic- 
tion of testimony and conflict of opinion as to what was 
actually done, and as to what ought to have been done, 
which of course would be infinitely varied in each sepa- 
rate inquiry. Is it wonderful that, under such cireum- 
stances, a question involving such doubt and difficulty 
should have been differently settled by different tribuna's. 
It was one of those questions to which the quot Aominu 
tot sententia truism preeminently applies. Indeed, if 
there was to be a fourth investigation it is not impossi- 
ble that it would result in an opinion that neither party 
was to blame, and certainly weshould thinkit would be en- 
dorsed by as large a section of the public as any of the 
former verdiote. 

The rules for passing and overtaking vessels, espe- 
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cially in rivers and where either (or both) is a steamer 
are rather confused, from their having such a tendency 
to‘qualify each other; and the applications which have 
been given to them in the reported cases do not tend to 
simplify the matters. In very many cases of frequent 
ocourrence the most skilful navigator who ever stepped a 
deck, even if he had all the rules and decisions at his 
finger’s ends, could not pronounce on any particular course 
as the legal course to follow under the circumstances: 
and this a fortiori when prompt action is indispensable. 
Whether or no anything can be done to amend these 
matters isa hard topic to deal with. It is very hard, if 
not impossible, to deal by means of rules and regula- 
tions with emergencies such as collisions at sea, which 
may present any amount of difficulty, danger, and 
complication, and in which sudden and decisive action 
are necessary: but at any rate the present rules leave 
@ very great amount of uncertainty in a very large 
number of contingencies. 


WHY DO OUR CONTEMPORARIES—we believe without 
exception—persist in heading their reports of the pro- 





ceedings at Manchester with the words, “ Examination 
of Fenian prisoners.’ We thought that prisoners were | 
never examined in this country, but the daily newspapers | 
of the last month will, to a historian of the future, be | 
strong evidence to the contrary. “The case against the | 


Fenians” would be an equally convenient and more | 
accurate title. | 


Lorp BrovcHam has addressed the following letter to , 
the editor of the Globe :-— 

“Lord Brougham has attained his 90th year, and is 
anxious about the course things are to take after him. 

“His most important death-bed legacy is the repres- 
sion of electoral corruption. 

“There wants no new laws, but the vigorous improve- 
ment of the existing laws. 

“The law is clear, that the ex-official power is suffi- 
cient to arm the Government with all proper authority. 

“If the ex-official power is exercised against electoral © 
abuses, no objection can be made; and that any well-de- | 
served prosecutions should fail, would be a subject of real 
and sincere regret; but this is not likely when we con- ' 
sider the open manner in which bribery has been avowed 
in many boroughs. 

“Let it always be kept in view, that the exposure of 
electoral corruption is necessary for restoring the cha- 
racter of Parliament; and it is evident that there can ' 
be no difficulty in proving what is universally stated.” 


dicting a ramour to which certain of our contemporaries 
recently gave publicity, and on which the Daily Te, 
graph founded an article. The rumour in question re. 
ferred to a supposed intention, on the part of his lord. 
ship, of appointing his son,a cavalry officer, to the vacant 
registrarship in the Middlesex Registry. Sir William 
Bovill writes to say that there is not and never has been 
“even a shadow of foundation” for such a statement, 
The Daily Telegraph welcomes this decided denial, and 
remarks that it “did not originate the charge, but merely 
commented upon a statement which had already ap. 
peared in print.” It will, however, occur to most per- 
sons that it would have been well before.making such 
“comments” to have made some little inquiry into the 
truth of the “ statement” in question, 


AT THE LIVERPOOL BorovuGH POLICE-COURT, a few 
days ago, a boarding-house keeper was summoned for 
acting as a passenger broker, without a license; Captain 
Bouchier, R.N., one of the Government emigration offi- 
cers, appeared in support of the charge, and was pro- 
ceeding to state the grounds upon which it was based, 
when the defendant’s solicitor objected that Captain 
Bouchier, not being either counsel or attorney, was not 
entitled to be heard, After some discussion the magis- 
trate (Mr. Mansfield) ruled in favour of the objection, 

" THE LONG VACATION ends on the 24th inst., at 
Common Law, and on the 28th at Chancery. 


On TuEsDAY, Wednesday, and Thursday next, the 
office of the Accountant-General to the Court of Chan- 
cery will be opened for the payment of dividends, and 
the new practice, introduced by section 11 of the Court of 
Chancery Officers Act, 1867, of having the cheques 
countersigned by the Accountant-General’s clerks, instead 
of by the registrars, will now come into play. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1866. 
Parr I. (continued). 

In 1866 the number of persons sent for trial was 
18,849, a lower figure than that belonging to either of 
the four previous years. The variations in these num- 
bers appear to be extremely arbitrary; in 1860 the 


' number was smaller than in any of the twenty years 
' preceding the present time, but in 1863 there was 


an addition of nearly 5,000, or more than 30 per cent., 
while since that year the numbers have been reduced by 
about 2,000. As compared, however, with the previous 


| year, the numbers exhibit a decrease in each of the six 


WE ARE INFORMED that the judges selected to preside 
at the approaching trials of the Fenian prisoners at Man- | 
chester are Mr. Justice Blackburn and Mr. Justice Mellor. 
The commission will be opened on or about the 28th 
instant. 


THE REVISING BARRISTERS have been about their tasks 
and for the most part the business has been transacted 
very quietly, and without much contention. At Warr- 
ington one of the election agents, in sending in an ob | 
jection, did not sign his name at the foot of the notice | 
in the usual way, but stamped the paper with a fac- 
simile of his signature. It was objected that this did not 
amount to such a signature as the statute required, the 
revising barrister, however, allowed it to pass. It is said 
that this decision will be made the subject of an appeal. 
In more than one instance the overseers were repre- 
hended for not attending personally with their lists. 


Mz. Axpurw T. Squanzy (Duncans, Squarey, Black- 
more, Pearson, & Hill) is, we understand, tojsucceed to the 
sclicitorship of the Mersey Duck Board, vacant by the 
retirement of Mr. John North. 


Lorn Cuicr Justice Bovis has written a letter to 
the Daily Teleyraph, explicitly and indignantly contra- 





classes under which the offences are distributed in the 
tables. Ont of the 18,849 so committed 4,572 were ac- 
quitted and discharged, and 23 were detained as insane; 
26 were sentenced to death, 13,915 were sentenced to 
penal servitude, or to various terms of imprisonment, or 
to be detained in reformatories, while 313 were subjected 


| to whipping and other punishments. The proportion of 


those acquitted and discharged had been about 24 per 
cent, of the whole number committed for each of the 
last ten years. Of the 26 capital sentences only twelve 
were carried into effect; the sentences of 13 of the con- 
victs was commuted to penal servitude for life, and of 1 
to penal servitude for ten years. 

During the year 1866 18 cases were submitted for the 
decision of the Court of Criminal Appeal, in 10 of which 
the judgment was affirmed, and in 6 reversed; in one of 
the other two cases it was decided that the Court had no 
jurisdiction, and in the remaining case no judgment was 


yen, 

The sums paid by the Treasury on account of criminal 
prosecutions at assizes and quarter sessions, and at the 
Central Criminal Court, and for proceedings under 
the Criminal Justice Act and the Juvenile Offenders’ 
Act, are exhibited in a return for the year ending the 
81st of December, 1865, being, as usual, a year in arrear 
of the other,returns, By these returns it appears that 
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upon # total of 17,100 indictments the sum of 
£136,003 10s, 4d. was paid by the Treasury, being an 
average of £7 19s. 1d., for each case. The expense 
of the summary proceedings above-mentioned was 
£16,707 16s. 2d. upon 16,856 cases. All these figures 
ghow an increase upon those of the ing year. 

Prison returns extend to the 29th of September, 
1866, and differ from those of previous years in that 
several prisons have been abolished under the Prisons 
Act, 1865. The total number committed during the 
year was 136,741, being a decrease of 680, as compared 
with that of 1865, and of 2,645 with that of 1864. 

Out of the prisoners committed during the year 
44,381 had been previously committed, and of these 
3,759 had been previously convicted more than ten 
times. The ages of those committed are shown in a 
table which indicates that by far the largest number of 
criminals are between the ages of 20 and 30, and that 
avery large number are more than 60 years of age. 
About 35 per cent. of the prisoners committed, could 
neither read nor write, and 61 per cent. could read and 
write imperfectly, while 1 per cent. had received what 
the return calls superior instruction. It is in these 

of the extension of the franchise a remarkable fact 
that while 18 per cent. of those committed to prison are 
described as of no oecupation, and about 40 per. cent. as 
labourers, more than 13 per cent. are classed as mechan- 
ics and skilled workers, 

The degree of docility of prisoners is demonstrated by 
the fact that 60,044 punishments took place for offences 
committed in prison, being less by 623 than in 1865. 
There is a considerable increase in the average cost of 
each prisoner, In Alnwick County prison, with a daily 
average of one prisoner, the cost was £110 Is. 2d., and 
in Manchester City prison, with a daily average of 628 
prisoners, the cost per head was £17 18s, 6d. 

During the year ending the 31st of March, 1867, 9,817 
convicts were undergoing sentence in convict prisons, of 


whom 2,989 were received during the year. Western | 


Australia took 410, and none were sent to any other 
colony, but 1,793 were set at liberty on tickets of leave. 
In the previous year 2,253 convicts received tickets of 
leave. If criminals are let loose at this rate we shall 
soon have a floating average of at least 10,000 scattered 
about all over the country, whose influence will probably 
be exercised to corrupt many with whom they may come 
in contact. This will in a few years become a matter for 
serious consideration, and unless the number of con- 
victs decreases, or some frésh outlet be found, a plan 
for their safe keeping must be devised, involving 
amongst other things the erection of new prisons. The 
influence of reformatories and industrial schools as pre- 
ventives of crime appears to produce no tangible influ- 
ence on criminal statistics. The total cost of convict 
prisons was £237,333 2s., and the average cost per con- 
vict £34 7s. 4d., being a slight increase in each item 
upon those of the previous year. 

The number of offenders committed to reformatories 
during the year ending the 29th of September, 1866, was 
1,287, being 102 more than in the preceding year; nearly 
48 per cent. of these had been previously, more or less 
frequently, committed to prison, while about 52 per cent. 
Were sent to reformatories upon their first conviction. 
Their state of instruction is shown to be lamentably de- 
ficient, the proportion of them who could read and write 
well being so small as to be almost inappreciable. The 
Treasury paid £51,734 toward the expense of reformatory 
schools in the year ending the 29th of September, 1866. 
Industrial schools contained at the commencement of that 
year 1,052 inmates, 508 were committed during the year, 
and 1,235 remained at the end of the year over which 
the returns extend, 

The statistics of criminal lunatics show that 1,178 of 

Class of prisoners were under detention, of whom 
423 were at Broadmoor, the Government asylum. It is 
& remarkable fact that out of this number under deten- 
tion no fewer than 737 were convicts who became insane 








| after trial. Whether this is due ‘o the dissipated life 


often led by criminals, or whether it is one of the results 
of confinement, may be a subject worthy of consideration 
by philanthropists ; but whatever may be the cause it is 
a melancholy summing-up. Seven-tenths of the cost-of 
criminal lunatics is defrayed out of the public revenu 

and this expense, calculated at the rate of £38 4s. 7 

a-head, amounts to £45,037 12s. 0d. Taking these 
statistics as a whole, there appears to be a decided 
increase in the amount of crime,in the cost of the ad- 
ministration of justice and maintenance of the police, 
and in the cost. of the detention of prisoners, bat 
whether this increase is more than commensurate with 
the estimated addition to the population is not distinet] 

shown. , 


NOTES OF CHANCERY PRACTICE FOR THE PAST 
YEAR. : 





The current volume of the Solicitors’ Journal is now 
fast approaching its completion, and on looking through 
the corresponding numbers of the Weekly Reporter we 
find several noteworthy decisions on points of chancery 
practice ; our readers may perhaps be glad to have these 
decisions summarized, in time for the coming campaign. 
We propose therefore, in a couple of articles, to note 
shortly the principal. decisions on points of chancery 
practice which have taken place during. the past year. 


Costs of Petition by Tenant for Life for payment of divi- 
dends of Fund paid into Court under Trustee Relief 
Act—Re Marner’s Trusts, V.C.K., 15 W. R. 99; 
3 L. R. Eq. 432. 

Some difficulty having arisen from the decision of 
Lord Cranworth in Re Turniley’s Trust, 14 W. R. 322, 
being in conflict with the general current of decisions 
that these costs should be borne by the income (see Mor- 
gan’s Chancery Practice, p. 62), a meeting of the judges 


; was held, and the Lord Chancellor acceded to Vice-Chan- 


cellor Wood’s view that a rule making such costs pay- 
able out of the corpus would be expensive and incon- 
venient, as necessitating the appearance of the parties 
entitled in remainder, and the old rule may therefore 
now be considered established, that such costs will be 
payable out of the income. 


Protection of Executors under Lord St. Leonards’ Act.— 
Clegg v. Rowland, V.C.M., 15 W. R. 251; 3 L. R. Eq. 
368. 

Executors having in this case issued the requisite ad- 
vertisements under section 29 of the above Act, and dis- 
tributed or appropriated their testator’s estate, it was 
held that they could not be made sole defendants in a 
suit to charge that estate ; and gud executors were not 
even necessary parties to such a suit, although, as to the 
moneys appropriated and held by them on trust, it might 
be necessary to have them before the Court in any future 
proceedings against the legatees and cestui gue trusts, 


Disclaimer —V.C.W., 15 W. R. 304 ; 3 L. R. Eq. 210; 
By one of the rules laid down in Ford v. Lord Chester- 


Jield, 16 Beav. 516, a person properly made a defendant 


to a suit, but disclaiming in such a manner as to show 
that he never claimed any interest in the subject-matter 
at or after the filing of the bill, and that, if applied to 
before the filing of the bill, he would have releared 
any interest he might then have had, is entitled to his 
costs; but it seems that he must put in a proper dis- 
claimer, and that a disclaimer by letter claiming oosts,.if 
the interrogatories served on him were no} withdrawn, 
followed by an answer and disclaimer to the above effeet, 
does not bring him within the rule, so that he will in 
such a case be dismissed without costs, 
Accountant General’s Office—Davenport v. Townsen?, 
15 W, R. 878, 

As both parties in this case seem to have thought that 
money could not be obtained out of court exeept on produe- 
tion of the original of the deoree directing sueh payment 
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and an erroneous impression to that effect may more or less 
prevail, it may be well to mention that a report office 
copy of the decree will be quitesufficient for the purpose, 
but that the same copy must be produced on each occa- 
gion, and (see Daniel’s Chancery Practice, p. 1621) if 
the Accountant-General has begun to act on the original 
or a registrar’s office-copy, unless the loss of this is shown 
a report office-copy will not be sufficient. 


Sale in partition suit.—Rickards v. Rickards, V.0.W., 
15 W. RB. 380. 

The jurisdiction of the court to order a sale in a parti- 
tion suit where infants are interested, may be doubted, 
but it has of late years been not unfrequently asserted, 
and-seems a useful supplement to the process given by 
the Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act. The form of 
order adopted (see Hubbard v. Hubbard, 2 H. & M. 38) 
contains a declaration that it will be for the infant’s 
benefit that his costs should be raised by a sale of his 
share, together with the shares of the other parties in- 
terested, without a partition, but this looks very much 
like one of those ingenious fictions, not unknown in our 
law, by which the courts both of law and equity have at 
various times attempted to conceal an extension of their 
jurisdiction. The circumstances on which the Oourt 
really relies in making the order seem to be, extreme 
subdivision or complication of interests, the nature of the 
property, e.g., where consisting of mineral strata, an ad- 


.¥antageous offer to purchase, and others of the same 


nature. No doubt the old case,in which a partition of a 


. house was effected by building up a wall through the 


middle, and the well-known case in which all the chim- 
neys, all the fire-places, the only stair-case in the house, 
and all the conveniences in the yard were allotted to the 
owner of one of the undivided moieties, would, if infants 
were interested, be instances for the applications of the 
above beneficial jurisdiction. 


Leave to enrol decree-——Chapman v. Brown, LL.J., 
15 W. RB. 474, 

In this case an order nisi had been obtained for enrol- 
ment of a decree made by the Lord Chancellor in May, 
1863, and cause was shown against such order being 
made absolute, on the ground that some of the parties 
had, in the meantime, mortgaged their interests in the 
property, the subject of the suit, for considerable sums. 
Vice-Chancellor Malins thought this sufficient ground for 
refusing leave except on an undertaking that the mort- 
gagees were to be protected, but the Lords Justices 
agreed that this dealing with the property, having taken 
place without any consent on the part of the applicant, 
was not enough to deprive her of her right, and that 
purchasers or mortgagees must be taken to know that 
there was a prima facie right of appeal to the House of 
Lords for a period of five years after the decree, unless in 
the exercise of its discretion the Court should refuse leave 
to enrol it. Whether this period might not be advan- 
tageously limited to two—or at most three—years, may, 
we think, be a question. 

Suits by official liquidators.—Turquand v. Kirby, 15 W. RB. 
633; 4L. RB. Eq. 124. 

This was a suit by the official liquidator of the Leeds 
Banking Company on behalf of himself and all the other 
creditors of a deceased contributory to administer his es- 
tate and recover an amount alleged to be due for calls, 
A preliminary objection was taken as to the form of the 
suit, and the Master of the Rolls decided that the power 
given to the official liquidator by section 95 of the Com- 
panies’ Act, 1862, to do in his official name any act that 
may be necessary for obtaining payment of any moneys 
due from a contributory or his estate, and the declaration 
that such monies shall for that purpose be deemed to be 
due to the official liquidator himself, enable him to sue in 
his own name for the amount of contribution payable by 
a contributory, although for getting in the property of 
the company or defending suite the name of the com- 
pany must be used. As to the necessity of the sanction 





of the Court being obtained, his Lordship said that hedig 
not require leave to be asked in every case, but gave 4 
general authority to proceed against contributories 
balance orders had been made them, and that he 
should allow proof of the institution of the suit being 
authorised by the Court to be given at the hearing 9 
being a matter which could not be contested, and wa 
easily proved. 


THE LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
30 & 31 VicroRIa, 1867. 


Cap. XC.—An Act to alter certain duties and to amend 
the laws relating to the Inland Revenue. 

The portion of this Act which will be of most in. 
terest to our readers is the 20th section, which provide 
that at a stamp duty of one penny shall be charged upon 
letters of allotment of shares, scrip certificates, and 
scrip. The signing of any of these documents unstamped 
renders the offender liable to a penalty of twenty pounds, 
The success which has hitherto attended the imposition 
of penny stamp duties warrants the belief that this duty 
will make a valuable addition to the Revenue. 


Cap. CII.—An Act further to amend the laws relating to 
the representation of the people in Bngland and 
Wales. 

This Act stands first among the statutes of the session 
in political importance. It has already, however, been 
so fully discussed and considered, both in this journal 
and elsewhere, that a lengthened notice of it will be 
unnecessary. Considering its consequence, it is not a 
long Act. It is shorter by twenty-one sections than the 
Reform Bill of 1832 (2 Will. 4, co. 45) from which also, 
we may observe, it entirely differs in arran 
The 2 Will. 4, c. 45, treats, first, of the distribution of 
seats, secondly, of the county franchise, and, thirdly, of 
the borough franchise. The new Act treats these thre 
subjects in the reverse order. 

The borough franchise is now mainly regulated by 
ss. 3 & 4 of the new statute, and s, 27 of the old, from 
which occupiers “ of warehouses, counting-houses, shops, 
or other buildings,” above £10 in value, and joint-occupiers 
of houses, warehouses, &c., above the same value, will still 
derive their right to vote. Section 3 of the present Act 
only applies to dwelling houses, and excludes joint occu- 
piere from its operation. Section 4 establishes the “lodger” 
franchise. In order to be registered under this section 
the lodger (2) must have occupied for twelve months 
before the last day in July in any year, separately and 
as sole tenant, the same lodgings, such lodgings being, if 
let unfurnished, of a clear yearly value of ten pounds 
or apwards, (5) must have resided for twelve months in 
the same lodgings, and (c) must claim to be registered. 
Our readers will thus perceive that there are plenty of 
“safeguards” placed round the enfranchisement of the 
lodger. We much doubt if many electors will avail them 
selves of this section. Indeed it is questionable whether 
there are many who can avail themselves of it. There 
isan immense lodger class in great boroughs, but how 
many live for a year, not only in the same borough, but 
in the same lodgings? The question of “lear yearly 
value” will give some trouble to the revising barrister 
in the case of lodgings actually let furnished, and the 
value of which, if let unfurnished, is therefore speculative; 
but it is one of fact, on which, in each case as it come 
before him, he will have to form the best judgment he 
can. The cases on the same words, in the 2 Will. 4,¢. 
45,8. 27, will not assist him, fur the criterion of the value 
of a whole house, viz., the rent minus the parochial rate, 
will be not easily applicable. 

The occupation franchise for county voters is regulatel 
by section 6, which substitutes a £12 rateable value for 
the famous “ Chandos” clause of the bill of 1832, which 
conferred votes on tenants of premises of the clear yearly 
value of £50 a-year. Here, as in the boroughs, rating 
replaces rental as a test, and it should also be noticed the 
voter may occupy as “omwner or tenant.” Under the 
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Chandos clause, if he occupied as owner he was not quali- 


- ({aree sections only (sections 7,9, and 11) of the “ fran- 
schise”’ portion of the call for further observation. 


" 


_ to re-establish the compounding system. ‘ 

opinion has undergone a strange change with regard to 
-it. In 1850 Mr. Scrope protested against it almost alone. 
“The Small Tenements Act was passed in spite of him, by 


: 


“hand, no one had a good word to say for the compounder. 
‘After vexing the spirite and irritating the tempers of 
, statesmen for many dreary weeks, he was at last killed 
and buried amidst universal rejoicing. 
_ Section 9 contains the most startling innovation in the 
ewrhole Act. Looking at ite history and origin it may be 
called the “ philosophers’ ” section, and provides that in 
« three member constituencies, so absurdly called “ unicorn,” 
«no elector shall vote for more than two members. The 
number of boroughs and counties to which this regula- 
tion will apply is very limited, but although few in 
“mumber, they are among the most important in the king- 
dom. If the result prove satisfactory we shall probably 
see a great increase in three member constituencies before 
many years are over. 

The 11th section will disfranchise, amongstothers,a good 
many members of the legal profession. It provides that 
no elector who has been employed for reward on a candi- 
date’s behalf within six months of an election shall be 
entitled to vote at such election. If he votes he will be 
guilty of a misdemeanour. An attorney, therefore, who 
accepts a retainer from a candidate will in future he dis- 
‘franchised guoad his employer. 

The Act, after doing justice on the guilty boroughs 
(Totnes, Lancaster, Reigate, and Great Yarmouth), 
proceeds to embody the re-distribution scheme in a few 
simple clauses. Then follow a number of supplemental 
provisions as to registration of voters, increase of polling 
places, &c. Under the head “ miscellaneous” we find 
several sections which require a notice. The “corrupt” 
payment of rates, directly or indirectly, is to be punish- 


‘ able as bribery. No doubt this isa proper enactment, but 


at will be very difficult, we apprehend, to convict of the 
offence at which it is aimed. To prove that a person 


~ has paid another’s rates will be easy enough, but to prove 


that he paid them “corruptly ” to the satisfaction of a 
jury will, in the present unhealthy state of public opinion 
on bribery, be a hard task. The Lord Chancellor, during 
the progress of the bill through the Upper House, moved 
and obtained the omission of the word “corruptly; ” it 
‘was however subsequently restored. 

Section 51 renders the duration of parliament entirely 


-andependent of the demise of the Crown. In time; 


previous to the revolution of 1688 the death of the 
reigning sovereign ipso facto dissolved the parliament 
of which, according to the old expression of our law, he 


| ‘was caput, principium et finis. But it was thought wise, 


in the reign of William III, (7 & 8 Will. 8, c. 15), 
the succession to the crown being then a very doubtful 
question, tv enact that the parliament in being on the death 
of the reigning sovereign should continue for six months 
or until dissolved or prorogued by the successor. This 


- @tatute was renewed in the reigns of Anne and George 


III, and thus the principle of the absolute depen- 
dence of the legislature on the Crown became obsolete. 
The section in the present Act seems a reasonable 
amendment of of the law. A compulsory dissolution 


* gix months after the commencement of a new reign 
might very possibly prove equally inconvenient 


with a dissolution immediately on a sovereign’s death. 
Section 52 provides that members holding the offices 


_.@f profit from the Crown which are enumerated in sche- 





dule (H) shall not be required to vacate their seats on 

acceptance of another office. This provision will render 

the re-arrangement of a ministry, after such a crisis 
as occurred, for example, in the spring of this year, an 
easier task than heretofore. 

We must not omit to mention the general saving 
clause (s. 56) which enacts that the franchises con- 
ferred by the Act are in addition to and not in 
substitution of existing franchises. The machinery 
of registration which at present exists, is to apply 
as nearly as may be to the new electors as well as 
to the old. We may hope therefore that, taking the 
present registration Acts with the clauses as to registra- 
tion in the new Act (ss. 30, 31, 32), revising barristers, 
overseers, and clerks of the peace may be able to perform 
their duties without much difficulty. 

Cap. CIIL.—An Act for the extension of the Factory 
Act. 

Cap. CXLVI.—An Act for regulating the hours of 
labour for children, young persons, and women em- 
ployed in workshops, and for other purposes relating 
thereto. 

The former of these Acts, intituled the “ Factory Act 
Extension Act, 1867,” applies to establishments where 
fifty or more persons are employed, the latter, entitled 
“The Workshop Regulation Act, 1867,’ applies to 
smaller establishments. Both Acts are applicable to the 
whole of the United Kingdom, but the latter of the two 
does not come into operation until the Ist of January, 
1868. 

A very large class of manufactories not hitherto 
under the operation of the Factory Act is by these Acts 
made subject to rules and regulatians which chiefly 
relate to the employment of women and children and 
the protection of those engaged in unhealthy occupa- 
tions. 

Children employed in workshops are required to 
attend school at least ten hours a week, to be calculated 
in such a manner as not to include more than three 
hours at atime nor than five hours aday, and penalties 
for non-compliance with this rule are imposed both on 
parents and employers. Upon the application of the 
teacher the employer may pay the schooling and deduct 
the amount from thechild’s wages. The provisions of the 
former Act are to be carried out by the Inspectors of 
Factories, and those of the latter by the local authorities 
as well. 

A schedule to each Act contains modifications of regu- 
lations of the Factory Act as applied to these Acts, and 
comprises rules for the employment of children in several 
trades therein specified. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner Winsiow). 
Application for release of debtor who had executed a composi- 
tion deed under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

Oct. 5.—Re Marcus Davis.—This debtor, who hadexeca- 
ted a deed of composition purporting to be within the 
192nd section of the Bankru Act, 1861, asked for an 
order of release from the custody of the sheriff of Middle- 
sex. He had been arrested at the suit of the official 
liquidators of the Accidental Marine Insurance Corpora- 
tion, and pending his imprisonment, he executed the deed 
in question, which provided for payment to creditors, 
whose claims amounted to £5,661, of a composition of 
sixpence inthe pound. The detaining creditors opposed 
the application for release, and asked for time to examine 
=e and certain of the creditors who assented to the 
d 

Reed, in support of the application, mentioned that Mr. 
Justice Willes had recentl an opinion that the 
Court of Bankruptcy was the tribunal b such ques. 
tions should be destrnined, and that Mr. Commissioner 
Holroyd had in two cases granted the release of debtors 
who had executed valid composition deeds. (Vide Re J. 
W. Perkins, supra, p. 1039). 
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Bagley, for the official liquidators, the detaining cre- 
ditors. 

Mr. Commissioner Winstow said the onus was upon the 
debtor to show that the deed which he presented was a 
valid deed under the statute. He had filedan affidavit by 
which he showed that all the conditions of the 192nd sec- 

. tion had been fulfilled, but still, under particular circum- 
stanas, the deed might not be binding upon creditors. 
For the purpose of testing the validity of the deed the 
learned Commissioner thought the debtor should tender 
himself for examination if the creditor wished to examine 
him; and a sitting might be appointed for that purpose, 
though it would be the duty of the creditors to proceed 
speedily, and the Court would not allow any unnecessary 
delay. 

It was then asked that the debtor might be ordered to 
produce two of the assenting creditors for examination, 

Mr. Commissioner Winstow.—lf he desires to obtain 
the release speedily, perhaps it would be expedient that 
he should produce them. 

Adjourned accordingly. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


*,* Want of oe obtian us to postpone our Cor- 
RESPONDENCE until next week. 





APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Witiiam Fivx, of East India-avenue, Leadenhall- 
street, has been appointed ep commissioner for tak- 
ing the acknowledgments of deeds to be executed by married 
women in and for the city of London, also in and for the 
county of Middlesex, and the city and liberties of West- 
minster. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL SUBMITTED TO THE 

ge MEETING OF THE MEMBERS, ON JUNE 28, 

67. 
(Continued from p. 1073.) 
Common Law Courts Fees and Salaries Bill. 

’ Shortly after the last annual general meeting this bill 
rwas introduced into the House of Commons. The bill had 
reference mainly to the payment of the common law courts 
fees into the Consolidated Fund, and the payment thereout 
of the salaries of the masters ; and as to an increase in their 
salaries. Clauses 6 & 7 of the bill, however, related to 
matters quite distinct from those already mentioned, and 
involved principles which so materially affected the interests 
of the suitors, that the council used every effort to procure 
their removal from the bill. 

The object sought to be effected by these clauses may be 
briefly stated thus :— 

Clause 6.—To give power to the judges, with the approval 
of the Treasury, to add to, alter, or amend the fees to be 
taken in the Courts and Offices. 

Clause 7.—That no reduction in the existing fees should 
be made whilst the aggregate annual amount of fees taken 
was insufficient to meet the payment of the salaries, com- 
pensations, and other charges and payments formerly paid 
out of the fees received in the Common Law Courts, and the 
compensation to the holders of abolished offices. 

The members are doubtless aware that the expenses 
attending the administration of justice in the Common Law 
Courts are discharged out of fees paid by the suitors in those 
courts ; but it may not be so generally known that after all 
these expenses have been paid, there is an annual surplus 
of nearly £30,000, which, by the operation of these clauses, 
_ would have been charged with the compensations payable to 
the holders of abolished offices, amounting to about £20,000 
a year; thus depriving the suitor of the benefit of the 
surplus, either in the way of reduction of their fees or in any 


other manner. 

The compensations poraple to the holders of abolished 
offices have, by Act of Parliament, been expressly thrown on 
the Consolidated Fund, and the council therefore felt very 
strongly that any attempt to alter this state of things, at 
the expense of the suitor, ought to be resisted. , 





annad 

The council, accordingly, = on the Treasury. 
absolute necessity for greater deliberation in dealing * 
matter so important to the interests of the suitors, and 
mated their intention to op to the utmost. of. thej 
power the retention of the objectionable clauses in the Ti ; 

Deputations from the council had interviews with the 
Lord Chancellor and the Secretary to the Tredsury on’ the 
subject, and eventually the Treasury offered to oi 
7 from the bill. diets. 

The council still considered that the clause requiring the 
concurrence of the Treasury with the judges in fixing the 
table of fees was most objectionable. They therefore: pre. 
sented a petition from the society to the House of Commons. 
against this Eas the bill, and circulated amongst mem. 
bers of Parliament a siatement, pointing out that the 
Treasury were endeavouring to procure, without discussion, 
a legislative decision in their favour upon a question affect. 
ing the interests of the suitors of the Common Law Courts. 
to the extent of nearly £30,000 a year. ? 

The subject was discussed in the House of Commons, and 
the pec desire to acknowledge with gratitude the labori- 
ous and able assistance they received from the present At. 
torney-General Sir John Rolt. At the last moment the 
Government gave way, and withdrew the clauses ; but, at 
the same time, the Secretary of the Treasury informed the 
council that they were withdrawn —e on account of its 
being represented that their provisions had come upon the 
public by surprise, and that there had not been time, for 
those opposed to them, to place the matter before their ree 
presentatives. In reply, the council informed the Treas 
that this society = feel it to be their duty to offer their 
most strenuous — to any bill seeking to re-enact 
provisions of a similar nature. 

The council feel that it is a matter for congratulation that 
they were able successfully to oppose these clauses. 

In November last, a deputation from the council waited 
on the Chancellor of the Exchequer, when the subject was. 
again thoroughly discussed in all its bearings, and after 
numerous communications with the Treasury, it has now 


; been satisfactorily arranged that as soon as the state of 


public business affords a reasonable prospect of its being con- 
sidered, the Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury 
will introduce a bill under which the suitor will have placed 
to con- 


to his credit a large annual sum in aid of his liabilit 
tribute to the cost of the new palace of justice, and be thus. 
rendered secure against a double taxation, which would 
have been the case had the objectionable clauses of the bill 
of 1866 become law. - 

The council think that the society will regard with satis- 
faction the results which have attended their efforts on this 


important subject on behalf of the suitor. It is in matters 
of this nature that the influence of the society is exercised 
with great advantage, and the council have reason to know 
that a strong sense of this its legitimate influence, is enter- 
tained in places where it is desirable that it should be re- 
spected. ‘ 

Judges’ Chambers (Dispatch of Business) Bill. 

The subject to which this bill relates is one in which the 
practitioner is deeply concerned, as it involves, in addition 
to the interest of his client in having a satisfactory and 
speedy decision on any point submitted to the judge, his. 
own comfort and convenience in transacting the very im- 
portant class of business conducted in chambers. 

The preamble of the bill implies, as the fact undoubtedly 
is, that a great deal of business disposed of in chambers is 
not of sufficient importance to require the personal superin- 
tendence of the judges ; but the mode in which it is pro- 
posed by the bill to alter the present inconvenient system 
will not, in the opinion of the council, effect the object de- 
sired without doing injustice to the suitor. 

The practical effect of the bill is, that by means of general 
rules the judges may confer on the masters of the several 
courts all the powers and authorities now vested in them- 
selves, with respect to matters which may be specified in 
such rules. 

The council considered that such a power is far too exten- 
sive in its operation ; and before the second reading of the 
bill expressed their views in a statement which was exten~ 
sively circulated amongst the members of the House of Com- 
mons. In this statement they submitted that as the bilk 
leaves the power of pibning Me ee ee entirely im 
the hands of the judges, it is probable that such power will 
be exercised to the fullest extent, thereby depriving the 
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guitor of the benefit of the experience of the judges in matters 
ofa very varied and important character. That the juris- 
diction of a judge in chambers, which the course of legisla- 
tion has greatly extended, embraces -- 

The liberty of the subject in various forms, including the 
admission of criminal prisoners to bail. 

Custody of Infants. 

Postponement of trial of causes. 

pieying proceedings after verdict, even where the pre- 
siding judge has declined to interfere. 

owance, striking out out, and compulsory amendment 
of leadings. 

Eshivition of interrogatories to litigants, and compelling 
them to attend to be orally examined. 

Change of venue. 

Removal of Indictments by certiorari. 

Removal of causes from county and other inferior courts. 

Compelling reference to arbitration. 

Reviewing taxation of costs. 

Delivery of particulars in patent and other causes. 

And that many other instances might be added, all tend- 
ing to show the vast importance of the jurisdiction ; that 
in fact, in many cases, the ultimate result of litigation 
depends very much on the way in which interlocutory 
applications are disposed of in chambers. 

t these duties have been hitherto most satisfactorily 
discharged by the judges sitting in chambers, and that many 
of these matters can be more conveniently dealt with there 
than in open court ; and moreover, in vacation, there is no 
court sitting in Banco. 

That the transfer of such an important jurisdiction to the 
masters could not, with every respect to those gentlemen as 
a body, lead to such satisfactory results as have followed its 
exercise by the judges. That the power of arare from the 
master’s decision, given by the bill, would be a very im- 
perfect safeguard, as in most cases the jurisdiction is dis- 
eretionary, and there would naturally be an indisposition on 
the part of the judges to interfere with the discretion of the 
master. 

That the time of the masters, during their hours of busi- 
ness is already fully occupied, and without increasing the 
duration of their labours they would be unable to relieve 
the judges to any appreciable extent. That the number of 
the masters has not been a’ ented, while their duties have 
been greatly extended under the operation of the Common 
Law Procedure Acts, by the compulsory reference of causes 
to.them. Indeed it frequently happens that in consequence 
of the difficulty and delay in obtaining an appointment be- 
fore the master, suitors are driven to the additional expense 
of appointing a barrister to take the examination of 
Witnesses, instead of having them examined before the 
master, which throws upon the suitor a much greater ex- 

Se. 
That, at present, there is great inequality in the amount 
of business transacted before the different masters ; but this 
arises from the unequal division of business in the different 
courts, and the liberty of the attorney to select the master 
to whom any matter shall be referred. 

That the plan proposed by the bill will multiply the num- 
ber of practice motions in court during term-time. Already 
these applications occupy the time of Your judges sitting in 
Banco, and frequently occasion delay and inconvenience by 
being interpoend during an argument of importance ; and, 
moreover, they are generally on matters which could be 
satisfactorily disposed of by one judge. 

That the provision restricting the power of appeal from the 
Judge in Chambers, on questions adjourned from the Master 
to the Court, to such cases only in which he shall adjourn 
the same to the Court, is open to the most serious objection. 

That itis very desirable, however, that some change 
should be made in the present system, as a great deal of the 
business which now comes before a judge at chambers is of a 
very <r character, and occupies the time of the judge 
unnessarily, 

That the entire evil might be effectually removed by a 
very simple process, viz. :— 

hat the srnonine established by the Lord Chief Justice 
of England during the late circuits, should be adopted ; and 
that in future one judge should attend daily for all the 
courts:at chambers, and should be assisted by one of the 
masters sitting at the same time in another room. 

That there should be an immediate power of appeal from 
the master to the judge, by way of pe aig Ail undue 
frequency of such appeals being checked by imposing upon 





unsuccessful applicants the payment of a smalt sum for 


costs. 
Admiralty Jurisdiction Bilt. 


This bill was introduced into the House of Lords by the 
Lord Chancellor, and it proposed to give jurisdiction to the 
High Court of Admiralty, and, within certain limits, to the 
county courts, over all claims and demands in respect. of 
ships, and of goods carried therein, and to all matters relating 
to marine insurance. 

It appeared to the council, on considering the bill, that it 
is highly inexpedient to transfer such business to the Court 
of Admiralty, a court which is governed by legal doctrines 
and precedents, and has a mode of procedure differing very 
materially from the courts of law. There is no doubt, how- 
ever, that it is very desirable to simplify and render less ex- 
pensive legal proceedings, and to secure, so far as practicable, 
uniformity of decision ; but the proposed measure would, in 
the opinion of the counci!, complicate and increase the ex- 
pense and uncertainty of litigation. ; 

The council also feel that it is undesirable, and contrary 
to the tendency of modern legislation, to create or perpetuate 
civil tribunals with special jurisdiction ; and that if such 
tribunals exist, it is very objectionable to give the plaintiff, 
in each suit, the option of selecting his own tribunal, and 
choosing between courts regulated by different rules of prac- 
tice, and using wholly different forms and language, and 
having distinct courts ot ultimate appeal. The employment, 
also, of paid assessors is very objectionable, and that it is far 
more satisfactory to allow disputed questions of fact to be 
decided by juries composed of commercial men, acting 
independently of the judge, and of each other. 

The jurisdiction pro by the bill to be conferred upon 
the county courts would practically be unlimited in its extent, 
inasmuch as it very frequently happens that in insurance and 
shipping cases, the comparatively small claim sought to be 
established in the particular action, governs other similar 
elaims, amounting in the aggregate to very large sums of 
money, arising upon the same policy of insurance, or upon. 
bills of lading in similar form. 

The council cannot help thinking also, that it would be 
preferable to abolish the High Court of Admiralty, and to- 
transfer its jurisdiction, and all its powers to the existing 
courts of law, and in that case to increase the number of 
judges in the Superior Courts of Law at Westminster. 

These views of the subject were communicated by the 
council to the Lord Chancellor during the passage of the 
bill in the House of Lords ; and when it ‘went down into 
the House of Commons, they were embodied in a petition 
which Mr. Edward James presented to the House. In that 
ae the council expressed their belief that a compre- 

ensive measure of reform in the jurisdiction, constitution, 
and mode of procedure of all the superior courts would be a 
great advantage to suitors, and the public; and that in 
order to deal satisfactorily and permanently with the whole 
subject, it is very desirable that it should be considered by 
a Royal Commission, and that partial legislation, such as 
is contemplated by the bill, should in the meantime be 
avoided. 

The petition was very extensively circulated amongst 
members of Parliament. 

Execution of Deeds Bill. 

The object of this bill, as introduced into the House of 
Commons by Mr. Goldney in the early part of the present 
session, is to simplify and lessen the expense of the execu- 
tion of deeds by married women, and to amend the law 
as regards the effect of deeds executed under powers of at- 
torney. 

The manner in which these purposes are proposed to be- 
effected may be briefly stated thus :— 

To repeal all the provisions in the Acts 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 
74; 17 & 18 Vict. c. 75; and 20 & 21 Vict. c. 57, with re- 

rd to the acknowledgments of deeds by married women 
before a judge or a master in chancery, or two muvee 
commissioners, or two special commissioners, and the filing 
and completion of the certificate of acknowledgment. 

That in future every such deed, he pe by the above 
Acts to be acknowledged by a married woman, be 
executed before one jedae of the superior courts, one per- 


petual commissioner, ora commissioner for administering 
oaths in Chancery, or one special commissioner, to be appoin- 
ted as in the bill provided. 

Every commissioner to be entitled to charge for the exami- 
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nation and acknowledgment, and for the memorandum to be 
signed by him, a sum not exeeeding 10s. 
A memorandum is to be endorsed on the deed, and signed 


by the commissioner or judge ; and such memorandum is to be 
conclusive evidence of the acknowledgment. 

To render wget execution of a oy under a 
special power of attorney ; notwi' i e@ person 
appointing the attorney may have died in the interval 
pg e execution of the power and the execution of the 


Mr. Goldney having invited the opinion of the council on 
the alterations pro to be effected by his bill, they at 
once proceeded to give the subject consideration. _The council 
concurred in the desirability of reducing the expenses of the 
present system, which undoubtedly bear hardly on ies 
transferring property of small value. They also thought 
that the filing of the certificate and affidavit, and taking an 
office copy of the certificate,might be safely abolished, and 
that the endorsement on the deed proposed by the bill would 
be sufficient for all pape. They considered that the 
power to take acknowledgments of married women should 
not be extended to the commissioners for taking affidavits in 
Chancery, but that such acknowledgments should continue 
to be taken by perpetual commissioners, selected by the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, as gentlemen of standing 
and experience ; that one perpetual commissioner, however, 
should suffice to take an acknowledgment, instead of two, 
as heretofore. The council also ventured to point out that 
they knew, from experience, that much care and knowledge on 
the partof perpetual commissioners are often required to ascer- 
tain and explain the full effect of deeds submitted by married 
women ; that the fee payable to the commissioners ought 
not to be fixed at any lower sum than that authorised to be 
taken under the existing regulations; and they directed 
attention to the circumstance that no provision was contained 
in the bill for compensating the registrar and clerks in the 
office proposed to be abolished. 

With regard to that part of the bill which relates to the 
execution of deeds under powers of attorney, the council 
expressed to Mr. Goldney their opinion that such a clause 
should be applicable only to powers of attorney for the execu- 
tion of deeds and documents already prepared, or expressly 
yw oro by the power ; and that a limit of time from the 
death of the party executing the power should be specified 
in the bill ; after which it should not be lawful for the attor- 
ney to execute the deed or document. 

. Goldney, having considered the estions which 
were communicated to him by the council, adopted the 
amendments which they proposed in tne various matters 
before refered to. 

(To be continued.) 








OBITUARY. 


LORD KINGSDOWN. 


The Right Hon. Thomas Pemberton-Leigh Lord Kings- 
down died on Monday, the 7th, at his residence, Torry Hil 
near Sittingbourne, Kent. 

Thomas Pemberton was born in London in February, 1794, 
and his schoolboy days were passed at Dr. Horne’s School, 
at Chiswick, which, though not a ‘‘ public” school, has 
produced some men of note. Lord Lyndhurst was schooled 
there by a predecessor of Dr. Horne’s, who, by the way, 
always predicted that Pemberton would one day become 
Lord Chancellor, a prediction which was not destined to be 
fulfilled, his guondam pupil declining the proffered honour 
of the Great Seal in 1858. Among Lord Zinetows’s con- 
temporaries at Chiswick may be mentioned the late Mr. 
Francis Fuller, senior partner in the firm of Fuller & 
Saltwell, solicitors, of London. Pemberton left school 
early, and without going to either university, read law 
in the chambers of his maternal uncle, Mr. Cooke, an 
eminent chancery lawyer, and the author, as a contempo- 
rary reminds us, of the work on bankruptcy which, accord- 
ing to Bir G Rose, contributed so much to the “doubts” 


‘ of Lord Eldon. In 1816 Pemberton was called to the bar 


at Lincoln’sinn. He quickly rose into observation, and 
ane we may quote a few lines from the obituary of the 
ts: 


* Although only teen months ela’ between his 
call and the lemanied took of Sir Gemusl’Bomilig then at 


the head of his profession, that time was long enough for 





the over-worked leader to remark the rare qualities ang 
t promise of the youthfuljunior. Fifty afterwards 
ford ‘Kingsdown, himself a member of the House of Peers, 
introduced at the bar of that House another peer, Lord 
Romilly, the son of one of the first prophets of his own 
uccess. ” : 


8 

In 1829 he became a King’s Counsel, the late Lord 
Justice Rniget Bruce receiving his promotion on the same 
day. Mr. Pemberton, Q.C., practised in the Rolls Court, 
where he and Bickersteth (afterwards Lord Langdale) divided 
most of the business between them, and on the retirement of 
the latter Mr. Pemberton became the Jeader in that Court, 
He also appeared constantly before the House of Lords and 
the Pri Gouncil, where he was pitted and held his own 
against Sir E. Sugden, Sir J. Campbell, Sir W. Follett, Sir 
James Wigram, and Sir R. Rolfe. His principal antago. 
nists in his own court were the late Sir George J. Turner 
and Mr. Kindersley. In 1831 he was returned to Parlia. 
ment for Rye, and in the year following for Ripon, which 
latter constituency he represented until 1848. Asa Parlia. 
mentary s er he was successful ; his speech against the 
Reform Bill of 1832 was considered by Lord Macaulay to be 
the most powerful argument ever directed against the 
measure. In 1834, on Lord Melbourne’s resignation of 
office, the Solicitor-Generalship wes offered to Mr. Pem- 
berton and declined by him; Sir W. Follett succeeded to 
the honour which was thus rejected. In 1840 Pemberton 
and Sir E. Sugden stood almost alone among the 
Parliamentary lawyers in opposing Lord John Russell and 
Sir R. Peel upon the great privilege question which arose 
out of the well-known case of S v. Hansard. Pem- 
berton played a very important part in this controversy, and 
Sir R. Peel afterwards regretted not having followed his 
advice. In 1841, upon the creation of the two new Vice- 
Chancellorships, one was offered to him, but the proffered 
office was declined. In the same year he accepted the office 
of Attorney-General to the Prince of Wales, and in 1843, 
became Chancellor of the Duchy of Cornwall, in which 
office his exertions were indefatigable ; in this year also 
he succeeded, upon the death of his cousin on the mother’s 
side, Sir Robert Holt Leigh, to a life interest in estates at 
Wigan, with a rent-roll of £17,000 a-year, and assumed 
the name and arms of Leigh in pursuance of a direction in 
his kinsman’s will. He now retired from the bar, and also 
from political life. In 1858, if not upon another occasion 
the Great Seal was offered to and declined by him. His 
peerage which, was conferred under Lord Derby’s adminis- 
tion dates from the 28th of August, 1858. . 

Although well known in years gone by as an eminent 

cery lawyer, his name is best known in connection with 
his judgments in the Privy Council and the House of Lords, 
and especially in the ecclesiastical cases. We need only 
refer to the well-known cases of Gorham v. The Bishop of 
Exeter, Liddell v. Westerton, Long v. Bishop of Cape Town, 
and the “‘ Essays and Reviews” case—in the Privy Council. 
His judgments upon these cases were distinguished by a very 
liberal and tolerant spirit which gained him some enemies 
among the clerically minded, 

He was a sound and indefatigable lawyer, and an accurate 
and refined scholar, and his labours in the Privy Council 
and the House of Lords have entitled him to the gratitude 
of the English nation. : 

He died unmarried; the title, therefore, becomes extinct.* 


THE RIGHT HON. H. WADDINGTON. 

The Right Hon. Horatio Waddington, late Under-Secre- 
tary of State at the Home Office, at York-pl ce, Port. 
man-square, on the 8rd October. His death, thOugh sad- 
den, was not unexpected, as, just before he retired from the 
Home Office, he was warned by his medical advisers that he 
was suffering from disease of the heart, He was educated 
at the Charter House and Trinity College, Cambridge 
(M.A. 1823). He greatly distinguished himself during his 
academical career, having been a ler, chancellor's 
medallist, university scholar, fellow of Trinity College, and 
Greek ode and Parson's prizeman, 

He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in June, 1825, 
and for many years practised on the Midland Circuit, duri 
which time he filled the offices of Recorder of Warwick 

* We’ have to thauk his Lordship’s brother, Mr. Edward er 
Pemberton, for his valuable assistance towards the compilation of 
above obituary uotice, We have,also to pms nh obligations 
to the writer of an obituary notice in the Kentish tr 
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id. In , 1848, he was selected 
, then Home Secretary, to  epamre oe 
on that gentleman resigning the post atentecvent 
He matt sme discharge the duties of this office “aes a 
few months when he ed on account of ill-health, 
— by the Hon. Adolphus Liddell, Q.C. 
une, 1866, “ny created a member of the "Privy 
Coun He died in > his 69th year. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quoratron, Oct. 10, 1867, 

[From the Official List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Annuities, April, 85 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 


Ex Bills, £1000, 
Ditto, £500, Do 


ape ri oer ovr 943 
4 Reduced, 924° 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
| rea ,10}p Ct.Apr.’74, 223 pe. Mon ek Pr., pb ce a 772, 1043 
itto Dever Cent. , Ma: .°79, 1 
Po a Pe » July, 80 1143 Dit’ De’ tures, per’ Cam ine 
for pril 9 
Ditto roe ede mer Ceat., Oct. '88 993 Do. Do., he per Cent., Aug. ’73 
rtificates, — Do. Bonds (5 per'Ct., £1000, 70 pm 
Ditto” Enfuced Ppr. 4per Cent. 89 





Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 70 pm. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. id. |Closing Prices. 





Ordinary 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of — 
1 








London and South-Western 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 


Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 





























Shares. 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
- Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock | M 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
10 
Btock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
10 

















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 


Monzy Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 
The past week opened with rather an augmentation of ~ 
ion which is now the order of the d 
en ensued, and at the present time the mar + 


e same dead level which the last few weeks have 
witnessed. The Paris Bourse has had an extrem mal ees 
effect upon the English Stock Exchange this w 
area little brisker than other investments, and ‘Thursday wit- 
nessed a rise of one-eighth. The amount of bullion in the Bank 
is now somo cat Hon in advance of the average, and the re- 
Money, both on Ch and in open market, 
cent. Next will send some six 
ets of the public, in the shape of dividends, 
and the oftet of this upon the state of the markets is a curious 
pom for speculation, Very little is done in the share 
A “dividend of 2s, in the d is now payable to the Overend, 
ae: & Co. creditors, trom W Ne otk to Saturday inolu- 
with previous Sividenda, 12s, in all, The amount 
wo eyed is about £400,000, 
@ City Chamberlain has, under tho Holborn Valley Im- 
ee "act, 1867, invited ‘subscriptions for £500,000 Ci 
at £4} per cent, for 15 years. The sqoully isa 
of the coal duties (already subject to a charge of 
Ree and rio general revenues of the corporation, 
Cc, 





Moreh Phillies George } 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. As 
Oct. 3, at 12, Gloucester-cottages, Park-road, Peckham, 

‘the wife of Edward Clarke, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

ba! 3S On Oct. 4, at 26, Bedford-street South, the wife of 

‘Mliam: Court rey Barrister-at-Law, ‘of & son 

sy Ee 8, at 8, Hyde-park, the wife of Ww. s. 

at-Law, of a daughter. 

nites 2 Sept. 29, the wife of wWoa He Paternal Esq., Solicitor, 

Bediord-row, W.G G., of a daughter. , ¢ 
MARRIAGES. 

CANNOCK—BULLEN—On Oct. 2, at Newent, John Careless Cannock, 

Esq., Solicitor, of Newent, to Fanny, daughter of the late John Bullen, 


of -grange, 
pee a. ap ce a ol Oct. 8, at Fakenham, Norfolk, 
Richard Henry itor, Carlisle, to Mary Rose, 
daughter of Geo. Thos. Balding. of Fakenhan } 
ge ng Fr 9, at St. Saviour’s Church, 
» Barrister-ct-Law, of the 
ward Raven- 


rancis Peter Labilliere, 
indale Temple te 4 to Adelaide, danghter of ne late Rev. Ed 
shaw, rector of West Wilts. 
WER, any 0 Ase angst the 'hne Tag Came, 
eney, ter 
Esq., Solicitor, of Newent. 
DEATHS. 


ER ae SS. Hh Rerten, Aired betes Homa, Esq., M.A, 
KINGSDOWN—On Oct. 7, at Torry-hill, Thomas, Lord Kingsdown, 


LAW On Oct. 7 18 Gayfield-square, Edinburgh, James Law, 
W.S., formerly of 8, Fludyer-street, Pteernenn . ot 
SUTRERLAND-On Oct. 8, at No. 6, Clarence 
aw’ Leith a rie £sq., Barrister-at-Law, ter woes the eal 
acht, aged 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


é@inding-up of Joint Stock Companies 
Farrar, Oct. 4, 1867. 
LimiTEp IN ae ¢ 
East Pant Du United Lead Mining Co’ 
cellor Wood has, by an order ator net mo 


(Limited).—Vice-Chan- 
well, Chester, official li 


County Patatrns op Lancaster. 

Isle of Man Railway Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor of 
County Palatine of Lancaster has, by an order 
eppeinted John Bewley, Le, Brown’s-bui 
dator. A beans ayy on or before Oct 21, to send 
peng wc ag am eS Sate 
to John Bewley, wn’s-bui gs, Lpool. Tuesday, Nev 
S some for ‘hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 


Srawwanres or Cornwwatt. 


Bosworthen and Penzance Consols bearer a ping Gomenaty ( (Limited) . 
—Petition for winding up, presented Sept 27, directed to Mp 


* before the Vice- Warden, at pyle Hall, Exeter, on Oot 


Affidavits intended to be 
tition must be filed at the Registrar's offs, T — on or 
Bet 10, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to 
petitioners, their solicitor, or his agents. 
Tusspay, Oct. 8, 1867. 
Loarep in OCmancery. 


Tottington eaieeion Comene (Limi en Pea ete! for ve vain 
up, presented Sept 20, 
cellor of the County Palatine of + alban at } mea next saueinn of aires 
Court, in Manchester, on Nov 27. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manches- 
ter, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 


Tvsspay, Oot. 8, 1967, 
— Men’s Friendly Society, Queen-inn, Gt Bowden, Leicester. 
pt 5. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Piet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Farpay, Oot. 4, 1867, 
oe. Hy, Itford, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Nov I. Murray & 
Birohin- lane. 


cowie, ~t es Lay St a Newspaper Agent. Nov 15. De 
Wee, Tuneeall, ‘Lutord. Nov 30. Higginbotham & Bar- 
clay, Macoleafield. 
Rev David Joshua, Remenham Rectory, Berks. Nov l4, Care, 
Gardiner, John, Viotoria-co London-rd, Romford, Gent. Nov 
12. Mason & Co, Gresham-s' 
Goodfellow, Geo, Acton-house, Acton, Esq. Dec 1, Rooks & Co, 
Sy. ~~ aggpiguatanne Worcester, Widow. Dee 2. Gregory, 
pon - 
aham, Leeds, Engineer. Dee | Sache, Laety. 
Bon, Bach, Baq. Nov & Stone & Co, Bath. 
., Wouldham-hall, nr Rochester, Kent, Esq. Nov iS, King 
Xt. Nov 16, Cunliffe & Leaf, Manch. 
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Revill, Thee ot, » Nottingham, Smith, Oct kh Ashley, Newark- 
upon-Tren 

Ring, John, Wheatley, Oxford, Maltster. Nov 15. Mallam, Oxford. 

Selby, Thos, Azeby, Lincols, Farmer. Dec 1. ‘Thomson, Grantham. 

Speer, Wilfred Dakin, Thames Ditton, Surrey, Esq. Nov 10, Kemp- 
son & Co, Abingdon-st, Westminster, 

Swan, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. Dec 31. Hoyle & Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

— John, Bury, Lancaster, Stationer. Noy 2, Watson, 


Bury. 
Wg, Thee Thos, pasta Grosvenor-sq,Staymaker. Decl0. Burgoyne 
xford-s 
Wright’ ki Rev Chas, Silchester Rectory, Southampton, Clerk. Nov 39. 
§ Rushton & ‘Armitstead, Bolton-le-Moors. 


TorEspay, Oct. 8, 1867. 

Acworth, Joseph, Boughton- -under-the-Blean, Gent. Novi9. John- 
son, Faversham. 

Bowly, Elizabeth, Cirencester, Gloucester, Widow. Dec 1. Sewell 

, Cirencester. 

oman , Edwd, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Gent. Oct 31. 
aanley, Rererh epee Trent. 

"> Ann, Hessle, York, Widow. Dec 2. Lightfoot & Co, 


eee te adobe spoaguwent Mill, Betchton, Chester, Miller. Nov 29- 

r, Co; 

Jeffreys, Jas, 4 * Hotel Keeper. Jan1. Hodgson, Manch. 

Jones. Griffiths Wm, Neath, Glamorganshire, Surgeon. Nov 13. 
Jones & Curtis, Neath. 

Kempson, Jane, Birchyfield, Hereford, Widow. Nov}. Surr & Grib- 
ble, Nicholas-lane. 

Moore, Ann, Leicester, Spinster. Nov 1. Dalton, Leicester. 

Morris, Edwd, Oswestry, Salop,Gent. Janl. Minshall, Oswestry. 

Richardson, Wm, Killinghall, fork, Timber Merchant. Janl, Hick 
& Jones, Leeds. 

Settle, Joseph, Leeds, Solicitor. Dec 15. Butler & Smith. 

ith, Chas Bevan, Quedgly, Gloucester, Yeoman. Novi. Burrup, 

Gloucester. 

—_ ane Sandown, Isle of Wight, Esq. Aug 24. Worsley & Vin- 
cent, Ryde 

Syer, Dey Richd, Kedington, Suffolk, Commander R.N. Nov 14. 
Jackson, Hoverhill, 

Timmins, "Hy Wm, Kidderminster, Worcester, Foreman Mechanic. 
Dec 1. Morton, Kidderminster. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fray, Oct. 4, 1867. 
Annereau, John, Featherstone-st, City-rd, Cabinet Manufacturer. 
Sept 27. Comp. Reg Oct 4 
=. seal Tilstone, Riceneeris, Kent, Esq. Sept 24. Comp. 
mayne, Saml, East India-rd, Poplar, out of business. Sept 20. 
Comp. Keg Oct 2. 
Booth, Joseph, Keighley, York,Grocer. Sept9. Asst. Reg Oct 3. 
Bolton, Henrietta, Warrington, Lancaster, Hosier. Sept 6. Asst. 
g Oc 
Burge, Edwin, jun, Hereford, Mercer. Sept 9. Comp. Reg Oct 2. 
we yk Hy, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bookseller. Oct 1. Cony. 


g Oct 
Oe oas Thos, Coleford, Gloucester, Cordwainer. Sept 23. Comp. 


Drable, Jas, ‘Sheffield, Shopkeeper. Sept 6. Asst. Reg Oct 2. 
ee _ Lutterworth, Leicester, Shoemaker, Sept 20. Asst. 


-_ aa » Towcester, Northampton,Grocer. Sept6. Comp. Reg 


Fisher, Saml, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ale and Porter Merchant. Sept 
20. Conv. Reg Oct 3, 


Fletcher, Rebt, Seieeaas, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Sept 6. 
Asst. Reg Oct4 
we “Ph Keighley, York, Cotton Manufacturer. Sept 12. Asst. 


4 
ag my Peniston Grosvenor, St Swithin’s-lane, Gent. Sept 3. Comp. 
g 
os, 74 doi Lupus-st, Pimlico, Draper. Sept19, Comp. Reg 
bas pane, Woodford, Northampton, Miller. Sept 7. Conv. Reg 
Harmer, Wm, jun, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Draper. Sept18. Comp. Reg 
Harvey, Edwin Welch, Derby, Joiner. Sept 3. Asst. Reg Oct 1. 
Heath, Wm Edmd, Kuston-rd, Clerk. Sept 27. Comp. Reg Oct 2. 
Horton, Fredi, Sheffield, Electro Pilate Manufacturer, Oct 2. Comp. 
neg 
— Chas Wellington, Lloyds, Underwriter. Oct 1. Comp. Reg 
= —' , Chariton Kings, Gloucester, Shoemaker, Sept 3, Asst, 
rt David, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Sept9. Cony. Reg 
Lawton, Fra Frank, Oidham, Lancaster, Cotton Dealer. Sept 10. Comp. 
‘4 
Lee, Wm Fredk, Mary’s-cottage, Oriel-rd, Homerton, Clerk. Sept 21. 
Comp. Reg Get 4. 
mn, Fredk, Fonita Shields, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 3. 
Comp. Reg Oct 
ey John, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. Sept 18, Comp. Reg 
Picken, Wm Borers, | Camomile-st, Bishopsgate-st, Carman, Sept 
mp. g Oc 
a. Alexandre, Brighton, Coach Maker. Sept 4. Asst. Reg 
nae, te Sami, Commerce-p], Lower Norwood, Draper. Sept 23, Asst. 
4 
Rawlins, Thos, Heathfield-rd, Stafford, Plumber. Sept 9. Comp. 


Rice, Walter, Westtown, Dewsbury, York, Tinner. Sept 4, Asst. 
Keg Oct 1. 





aisept 8. Os Benj, jun, —. nr Rotherham, York, Beerhouse Keeper, 
mp. 
Ramones, Ceteetien = ptnamann, Warwick, Hat Manufacturer, 
mee Pea South Shiet Shields, Dutheié, Tailor. Sept 12. Asst. Rog 
ti, 
Smith, Albert ey aad Suffolk, Dissenting Minister. Sept 99, 
stable rin, Devonshire-st, Portland-pl, Carpenter. Sept 2i, 
st. 4 
a = nag by yo »Commercial-rd East, Corn Dealer. Oot 3, 
jomp 
ew Robt Bird, Lambourn, Essex, Farmer. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
ic 
Toyne, Fras Albert, & Thos agi King-st, Cheapside, Linen Factors, 
pt 5. Comp. Reg Oct 
be v4 Jas, Weireihbapee, Stafford, Gent. Sept 9. Comp. Reg 
Walsh, Augustus, King-st, Battersea, Baker. Sept2. Comp. Reg 
ti. 
Warren, Wm, Thurlow-pl, East-st, Walworth, Hatter. Sept 24. Comp, 
White, Anthony Edmd Dyer, arony vied Leicester-sq, Furniture 
Dealer. Sept 17. Comp. Reg Oct 2 
— Py ieg. Camp-hill, nr Birm, Comm Agent. Oct 2. Comp, 
wordinghas, Robt, Norwich, Plumber. Sept 12, Comp. Reg 


Tuespay, Oct. 8, 1867. 
Bic John, Torquay, Devon, Boot Maker. Oct 5. Comp. Reg 
t 8. 


Oc 
Adams, Wm, Withyham, Sussex, Grocer. Sept 18. Asst. Reg 
Oct 7. 
a yf Wm, Wigan, Lancaster, Bricklayer. Oct 2. Asst. Reg 
Oct 
—— — —_ dale, Lancaster, Woollen Manufacturer. Sent 
Asst. Re 
per. Eliza, Langrord-yills Langford-pl, St John’s Wood, Widow. 
Balding, Chas, Wiltows walk, Grange-rd, Bermondsey, Tanner. Oct 1, 
Comp. an os t 5. 
Bowler, Edwd Geo, Claines, Worcester, Draper. Sept 16. Conv. Reg 
Oct 8. 
Chambers, Chas, & Wm Hy Hancox, Birm, Boot Upper Manufacturers, 
Sept l4. Asst. Reg Oct 5 
bag ane Wm, Upper Stamford-st, Lambeth, Builder. Sept 23. Asst, 
Reg Oct 7. 
= Geo, Walworth-rd, Milliner. Sept 30. Comp. Reg 
Creighton, Margaret, pera oy “y aepmmctan Linen Collar Manu- 
facturer. Sept5. Asst. Reg Oc! 
Cundall, Robt, Bramley, nr Leeds. ‘Sept 24. Comp. Reg Oct 5. 
Dove, Wm, Downham ket, Norfolk, Brazier. Sept 6. Comp. 
Oct 4. 
Edgar, John, Sherborne, Dorset, Currier, Sept 10. Comp. Reg 
t 7. 
Eley, Edwd, Farringdon-rd, Retailer of Beer. Oct 2. Comp. Reg 
Oc! 
Fairley, oe, 9 a Fairley, & Wm Fletcher, Sunderland. Sept 1. 
Fe rly ban | my ei Stretford, nr Manch, Schoolmaster. Sept 
26. Comp. g Oct 5 
Finan, —_ Birkenhead, Chester, Provision Dealer. Sept 27. Comp 
Pranks Thos, Gawthorpe, York, Shopkeeper. Septll. Comp. Reg 
t 5. 
Gerish, o—, Dipekate, East-rd, City-rd, Engineer. Oct 4. 
Comp. 4 
Grenttben, Thos, oy teat , Leicester-8q, Wine Merchant. Sept 30, 
Com t 
Harrop, bs Nelson, Manch, Porter Merchant, Sept 30. Comp, 
Reg Oct 5. 
Hickey, | ee ae Stafford, Travelling Draper. Sept 30, 
Com; 
Holloway, Joe | rae P Gardify, Glamorgan, Coach Builder. Sept 6. Asst. 
Reg Oct 4 
Hugivs, J Jas, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Colourman. Oct 4. Comp. Reg 
Oct 5. 
Johnson, Isaac, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. Sept 20. Comp, Reg 
Oct 5, 
bir >< aaa Kempsey, Worcester, Baker, Sept 30, Conv. Reg 
t 5. 
Longhurst, Thos, Town Malling, Kent, Innkeeper. Sept 23. Comp. 
Reg Oct 5. 
Marshall, Saml, Theberton-st, Islington, Bread Baker. Sept 23. Asst. 
t 8. 
Mean, Chas Pennell, Camden-rd, Middx, Gent. Oct1. Comp. Reg 
t 5. 
Moody, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Outfitter. Sept 14. Comp. Reg 
7. 
my? Wm, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Confectioner. Sept9. Asst 
Oct 5, 
Sesriem, Joseph, Compton, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Sept 19. Asst. Reg 
Rednall, Fredk, Finningham, Suffolk, Builder. Sept 10. Asst. Rog 
Oct 5. 
ey Edwin Benj, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Perfumer. Oct7. Comp. Reg 
Sheene, ie het Chelsea, Manager at a Laundry. Sept 16. 
Size, Ba Bam, Manch, Cotton Waste Dealer. Oct 1. Comp. Reg 
8 , Wm, Stapleford, potengan, Glove Fabric Manufacturer. 
Sept 9. Conv. Oct 7 
Storr, Paul, Kingston, Sussex, Lieut. Royal Navy. Sept 25. Comp. 


Thomas, Da ant Shewin, Tottenham-ct-rd, Linen Draper. Sept 20, Comp. 
rs 
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Townsend, Wm, Abingdon, Berks, Builder. Sept 16, Asst. Reg 
Comp. Reg 


7. 
war Jas, Bury-st, Bloomsbury, Builder. Oct t. Asst, Reg Oct 8. 
Westbrook, Chas, Sheffield, Medical Pupil. Sept 11. Asst. Reg 


8. 
va. Jules Edwd, Joiner-st, Tooley-st. Sept 18. 


7. 
wuttes, Jas my} Albany-rd, Camberwell-rd, Bookkeeper. Sept 24. 
Comp. 
Sankrupts. 
To Surrender in Lond 
Atkins, Edmd, London Colney, Herts, Uneened Victualler. Pet Oct 1. 
Ault, Hy, Str Stratford, Essex, Schoolmaster. Pet Sept 30. Oct 22 at 12. 
Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Oot 18 at 12. George, Fenchurch-st. 
n, Jas T., Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Todging- hopes Keeper. Pet 
Bell, John, Leyton, Essex, I ween Agent. Pet Oct 1. Roche. Oct 
18atll. Greenfield, 
Brown, 
Oct 22 at 12. Heap, -inn. 
Collins, Chas Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. ae Sept 27 (for pan). 
Crawford, Geo, Regent-st, Pianoforte a Pet Sept 30. Oct 
A Sanate: & Kent, Cecil-st, Stran 
Oct 15 3 ey 
ae Jas, Wisthan’ ir 5 mere Berks, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet 
Roche. Oct 1 dermanbury. 
an ‘Richd, Ware, Hertford, out Spbasinels Pet Oct 3, Roche. Oct 
18 at 1. Briant, Old Broad-st 
Pet Oct 2. Roche. 
Oct 18 at 12. Harper, Philpot-l 
atl. ’ Metcalfe, Furnival’s-inn. 
on chen, Bree. ie of Wight, Seedsman, Pet Sept 30. Oct 22 at 1. 
Hett, Alex, Teldener for Debt, London, 
Brougham. Oct 22at1. Dunn, Ludgate-hill. 
Pet Sept 30. 
at 12. Dobie, “st. 
Larter, rieoain Prisoner for Debt, Surrey. ~~ Sept 27 (for pau). 
Mullis, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Surrey, Pet Oct 1 (for pau). Pepys. 
Oct 18 at 12, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
at 12, Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 
Parsons, Chas, Gt Saffron-hill, Holborn, General-shop Keeper. Pet 
Peters, Benj, Catherine-ter, Kensington, out of business. Pet Oct 1. 
Roche, Oct 18 at 12. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Pet Oct 1. 
Roche. Oct 18 at Ll. Hoppe & Boyle, Sun-ct, Cornhill. 
Ridge, Francis, Croydon, Surrey, Baker. 


Fripay, Oct, 4, ve. 
Roche. Oct 18 at ll, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Barlow, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 1 (for pau). Roche. 
Bathman 
Sept 19. Oct 23 ‘at Il. Linklaters & Co, W 
Basinghal 
Wm Hy, High-st, Wealwioh, isesnand Victualler. Pet Sept 28. 
Brougham. Oct 22 at LL. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
y> te-st eee Wine Merchant. Pet Sept 26. 
Sebetes 
8at12. Sele 
Dupont, Geo, Lavenham, Safa, mer rent 
Gadsby, Edwd, Northampton, Machine Fitter. Pet Sept 30, Oct 22 
Beckingsal 
Pet Sept 30 (for pau). 
Hibbins, Wm, Ham-common Surrey, Greengrocer. 
Oct 22” Basinghall 
Brougham. Oct 22 at Il. Dobie, Basinghall-s 
Nichols, Saml Atkinson, Old  Kent-ra, Oilman. Pet Sept 26. Oct 15 
Oct2. Roche. Oct 18 at 12. Hutson, Upper Clifton-st, Finsbury. 
Quinnell, Jas, jun, Globe-rd, Mile-end-rd, Leatherseller. 
Pet Sept 26. Oct 15 atl. 
Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Pet Sept 30 Oct 22 at 1 yne, Bedford-ro 
Shimelt, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Surrey. Pet Oot 1 (for pau). Roche. 
Oct 18 at 11. Dobie, Basinghall-st, 
Thyer, Jas, Paul’s-rd, Highbury, out of employ. Pet Oct 1. 
Oct 18 at ll. Ashurst Co, Old Jewr 
Vinten, Hy, Maidstone, Kent, Coal Merehuant. Pet Sept 30. Oct 22 at 
1. Drew & Co, Fore-st. 

Warrington, Robt, Churchill-rd, Upper Holloway, Chandler’s-shop 
Keeper. Pet Sept 30. Oot 22at1. Marshall, Li neoln’ s-inn-fields. 
Wilson, Wm, Ryde, Isle of Wight Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 30. 

Oct 22 at 12. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 


Roche. 





| Taylor, Geo, Headington, Oxford, Carpenter. 
| Taylor, Thos John, Middlesbrough, Y, 


| Tidswell, Hoo Hole, Mytholmroyd, To om Miller. 
Banks, efield. 


| 


| Turner, Thos, Prisoner fo 


h. 
Templeton, By, Sheffield, Sometions Pet Sept 27. Wake. 
Roberts, Sheffield 


Dudley. 
| Yates, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Pos “Sept 1. 


Halifax, Wm, & Ann. Halifax, Prisoner. for + ag Nottingham. Adj, ; 
Aug 20. Pachitt. Nottingham, Oct 28 at 

Haslam, Jone Hy, Sheffield, Table Knife Menufhetaite. Pet Sept 21. 
Leeds, Oct 16 at 12. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Heard, Danl, joint Cornwall. Innkeeper. Pet Sept 26. Hawker. 
Camelford, Oct 25 at 10. Mall, Camelford. 

Heard, David, Gorleston, Suffolk, Carpenter. Pet Sept 25. Chamberlin. 
Gt Yarmouth, Oct 16 at 12. Wiltshire, Gt Yarmouth. 

Helloway, Richd Hy, Redruth, Cornwall, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Oct 2- 
Exeter, Oct 16 at I. Fryer, Exeter. 

Jinks, Hy, Leicester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Oct 1. Birm, Oct 15 at 
11, Owston, Leicester. 

Jones, Thos, Shrewsbury, Salop, Builder. Pet Sept 30, Peele. Shrews- 
bury, Oct 2l at ll. Ciarke, Shrewsbury. 

Lans ell, Wm, Bunwell, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 30. 


Feltham. Wymondham, Oct 23 at 2. Stanley, Norwich, 
ot Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Lpool, Oct 14 


Light, Wm Hy, Moreton, Chester, Railway Traffic Manager. . Pet Sept 
28, Wason.° Birkenhead, Oct 15 at2. Steinforth, Birkenhead. 

Marsden, Wm, Hare po for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Hulton. 
Salford, Oct 19 at 

Mercer, be ‘risoner “for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18> Macrae. 

ic at ll 

Paine, Hy Crosby, Binsted, Southampton, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Sept 30. Clement. Alton, Oct 15 atl. White, Guildford, 

Palin, Wm, Oxton, Chester, Ccmm Agent. Pet Oct 2, Wasen. Birken- 
head, Oct 15 at 2. Browne, Lpool, 

Robinson, Jacob, Middlesborouga, York, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 3. Leeds, 
Oct 2! at ll. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Robinson, Wm Fredk, Southtown, Suffolk, Police Constable. Pet Oct 
1 a berlin, Gt Yarmouth, Oct 16 at il. Wiltshire, Gt Yar- 
mout! 

Sanderson, Wm, Middlesbrough, York, Shoe Maker. Pet sneha Crosby. 
Stockton- -on-Tees, Oct 16 atil. Dobson, Middiesbroug’ 

Savage, Wm, Bleasby, Nottingham, Machine Owner. on Seps 30. 
Newton. Newark, Oct 16 at 12. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. 

— eran § = her Gorton, Lancaster, out of business. .Pet Sept 27. 


, Oct 13 at 12. Manch. 
Binolait, A Alex, oe for Debt, Walton. Adj Sept is. Lpool, Oct 
4atl 
Snelson, Hy Baddeley, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. Pet Oct! 1. La- 
tham. Congleton, Oct 12 at1ii, Washington, Congleton. 
Pet Sept 26. Dudley. 
xford, Oct 17 at 9.30. Thomrson, — 

ork, Professor of Masic. Pet 
fa abe 26. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 16 a6 11. Griffin, Middles- 
Sheffield, 


Oct 17 a 
Pet Oct 3. 


Leeds, “Oct 2lat ll. Janson & 


es Thos, Pendleton, Lancaster, Porter ape Coal Dealer. Pet Sept 
Macrae. 


Manch, Oct 18atil. Heath & Sons, Manch. 

for Debt, ;Warwick. Pet Se Sept 26. Kirby. 

Coventry, Oct 15 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Usher, Thos, Christopher, Dur! Mason. Pet Oct 1. Greenwell. 
Durham, Oct lé at 12. Marshall, jun, Durham. 


ker, 


Rogers, Ishmael, jun, High-st, Camden- stown, 1 Boot Manufacturer. wee John Cecil, Dudley, Worcester, Brassfounder. Pet Oct 1. 


udley, Oct 17 at 12. Lowe, 
Challinor, 
Hanley, Nov 9 at il. 


| Yeulett, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Sept 20. Howard" 


Portsmouth, Oct 16 at 12. White, Portsea. 


Tvespar, Oct. 8, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 


; Bird, Robt Hardy, Albion-rd, Hammersmith, Baie: Pet Oct 4. 


| Boss, John, Authon: 


be seme Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 26 (for pan). | 
ug 


ham. Oct 15 at 12. Hicks, Basinghall-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Avery, Hy Walter, Prisoner for Debt, Reading. Adj Sept 21. 
Reading, Oct 19 at 11. Smith, Reading. 

an, Reuben, Poul , Chester, Painter. Pet Oct 
1. Wagon. Birkenhead, Oct 15 at 2. Browne, Lpool. 

Bicknell, Chas, sen, Southsea, Hants, oe Pet Sept 28, Howard, 
Portsmouth, Oct 16.a¢12. White, Po! 

Blake, Wm, jun, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Sept 20. Howard. 
Portsmouth, Oct 16 at 12. White, Portsea, 

Boyes, Andrew Birrell, Norwich, rapheepen. 5 Adj Set 18 (for pau). 
Palmer. Norwich, Oct 18 at 11 merson, Norwich, 

—_— Lr Prisoner for Debt, Walton, Adj Aug 15. Hime. Lpool, 

at 

Carpenter, John, Cirencester, Gloucester, Shoemaker. Pet Oct 1. 
Anderson. Cirencester, Oct 16 at 12. Oooke, Cirencester. 

‘Caush, Alex, Birkenhead, Chester, Ship Broker. Pet Sept 30. Lpool, 
bk d4atll. Hawkins, Lpool. 

r, Wm, Kington Langley, Wilts, Stonemason, be a Seas 28. 
oats. a Guippen nham, Oct 18 at 11. Bakewell, Chip; 
Coste, a, i ner for Debt, Chester. Adj Sept 1 "ipesk Oct 

Dartietehe John, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Pet Sept 23. Watson. 
Worcester, Oct 21 at {1, Shakespeare & Hartill, Oldbury. 
Dunmore, Thos, Northampton, Grocer. ape Dennis. Ni p- 

ton, Oct 19 at 10. White, Northampton 
lam, Joe, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Aug 17. Jones, Hudders- 


told, Oct 18 at 10. 
Leeds, Oct 14 at 11. 
dlington, 
Comm Agent, Pet Sept 30, Lpool, Oct 15 at 11, 
por 
Bran, Hy. Ch Chemist, Birm, Pet Sept 30, Guest. Birm, Nov! at 10. 


Gaston, Bussnaeh, Lpool, Pawnbroker. Pet Ootl. Lpool, Oct 15 at 
“Te Lpool. 





Collins, | 





Oct 23 at12. Webb, Austinfriars, Ol 

-Bt, Commerciai-road how Pet Oct 
4. Roche. Oct 23 at 12, Hope, Ely-pl. 

Clarke, Wm Hy, Gt Tower-st, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 4. Roche. 
Oct 18 atl. Denny, Coleman-st. 

Cohnreich, Theodor, Peel-grove, Cambridge- peste pga -pk. Pet 
Oct 5. Roche. Oct 23 atl. Murray, Gt St H 

Coscia, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj oon 19, Oct 23 at 11. 

———, Wm Hy, High-st, Camden Town, —— Pet Sept 26. 
Roche 23 atl. Davidson & 

Field, Michael Edwd, Norfolk-st, Rye-lane, kon ‘out of business, 
Pet Oct 5. Roche. Oct 23 atl. L agg Basinghall-st. 

Hartfield, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet Oct3. Roche. Oct 
atl. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Hoiland, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet a 3. Roche. Oct 23 
atl2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, “st. 
Howard, Hon, Bernard Thos, Glasshouse-st, Regeni-st, Gent. Pet 
Oct 1. Roche. Oct 23. Randall & Angier, Gray’s-inn-pl. 

Marks, Edwd Nathan, Prisoner for Debt, Pet Oct 4 (for pau). 
Oct 23 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Palk, Augustus, Duke-st, St James. Pet Oct 3. Roche, Oct 23 at 12, 
Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Spencer, Thos, Wrotham, Kent, out of business. Pet Cct 3. Roche. 
Oct 23 at ll. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Stillman, Geo Edw, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 4. Roche, 


Roche, Broad-st. 
Carpenter. 


Barlow, Thos, Farnworth, Lancaster, Brick Maker. Pet Oct 2. Holden, 
Lpvol. 
» Lancaster, out of business. Pet Oct 7. 
Bloom, ‘thos Young, Boston, Lincoln, Boiler Setter. Pet Oot 3, Stani- 
Boston, 
Jacnwn. Rochdale, Oct 22 at 1. 


Oct 23 at 1. Barron, Queen-st, Cannon-st, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bolton, Oct I at 11, Edge, Bolton. 
neret, Wm, Lpool, Pet Oct 7. Lpoel, Oct 21 at 1), Bellringer, 
Blah oe. Thos, Wigan Lpeol, 
Oot 2y at 12. a Wigan. 
land, Boston, Oct 16at 10. Bean, 
Brunnev, Abraham, Roehdale, Lancaster, Boot Maker, Pet Oct 4 
Holland, Rochdale, 
Courstive, Wm, heap oe out of business. Pet Oos.2,.. Burnley, Oot 24 
at 3. Parkerson, Buraley, 
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Crane, Wm, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Oct 5. Dennis. 
Northampton, Oct 26 at 10. White, Northam 

’ Repton, , Joiner. — Hubbersty. Bur- 
ton-on-Trent, Oct 24 at 11. 


Lincoin, Carpente An aay Teme Oct 4. ” Uppleby. Lincoln, Oct 
— out of business. Pet Oct 3. Tudor. 


elch, Hanley. 
berdare, Glamo’ rea, Pag = Pet Oct 1; Rees. 
Aberdare, Oct 2! at 11. Soveiitinges 
Dickinson, John Wittingten Trorchensbetend, 
Pet Oct3. Gibson. senatho~apen: Tyne, Oct 18 at 12.30. 
& Co, eo Shields. 


Dignam, John, Portsea, 
mouth, Oot 21 at 2 White, Portsea. 
Chas Brook, Hunsiet, Leeds, Flax Spinner. Pet Oct 5. Leeds, 
- North ease Sons, Leeds. 
Joh Scarborough, York, Hotel Keeper. Pet 


sn Occ atak 1.” Rex, Lincoln. 
L, Bookkeeper. Pet Oct 3. Lpool, Oot 18 at 11. 


ture Broker. Pet Sept 30. Harley. 


Alman. 
Southampton, Oct 2 matis. Lew fl Bd 4 
Hooking, Edwd, St Just, Cornwall, Miner. Pet Oct 3. Borlase. Pen- 
zance, Oct 17 at 12. pom ea ig nee 
Humbie, Joseph John; Pradhoe, Nerthumberland, Gent. Pet Oct 2. 
‘Gideon. a ees Ingledew & Daggett, 


ae, Seteagee: Pet Oct 7. 


2 Pet Sept 
at organ, Newport. 
Kimber, Geo, Crookham, » Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 4. 
Hollest. i Pook, Laurance Pountney-hill, 


Kishan, Win Cowherd, Manch, Pet Sept 30 (for pau). 
san Lancaster, Oct 31 at 5. Raw Lancaster. 

Leach, Horatie. Hunslet, Leeds, Pet Oct 4, Marshall. 

pti Doloun, benitoon: Pet Oct 3. Gib- 
son. Oct 18 at 12. Purvis, South Shields. 

, Joseph, Lincoln, Victualler, Pet 
Oct 3. Rhodes. Market Rasen, Oct 26 at 11. Rex, Lincoln. 
John, Stretford, nr , General Agent. Pet Sept 30 
(for pau). Dunn. Lancester, Oct 21 at 5. Rawlinson, Lancaster. 
i, Soe 8 ee Porumonth, Ot at 2. Wi 

Howard. 21 
pollard, on Fovteck, orto 2 
Oct 3. Crisp. Worcester, Oct 22 at 11. 


Dedutet’ Out 88 of 18. 
Hillier, Chas 


carseyman, Cabing 
York, Chemist. 


Oct 14 at 10. Re Pet Sept 
for pau). Dunn. Oct 31 at 5. Johnson & Tilly, 


Sheffield, Boot Maker. Pet Oct4, Wake. Sheffield, 
waite, Sheffield. 


Maidstone, 
Stein, Fredk Jules, North Shields, th, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 3. 
ingiedew. North Shields, Oct 17 at 10. ‘Lowrey, North Shields. 
Strange, Edwd Goodall, of the Fire 
— Pet Oct 2. Southampton, Oct 21 at 12. 

, Geo, Bromszrove, Worcester, out of business. Pet Oct 2. 
Thomas, Mot Pet Oct 4. Bridg- 
end, Oct 18 at 12. Stock wood, 
tle ee Carpenter. Pet Oct 4. Hime. Lpool, 
Whitaker, Jas, Manch, Fancy Goods Manufacturer. Pet Oct2. Macrae. 
Manch, Oct 23 at 11. ‘Teih, Manch. 

BANERUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fatpar, Oct; 4, 1867. 

Huxtable, John Elliott, Rassia-ct, Milk-st, Cheapside. Oct 3, 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 


securities. 
may be made in the first instance according to the following 
Pavrosat ron Loan on Mostoaces. 


form :— 


aomune 
¥. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary ané Secretary. 





TO SOLICITORS. 
Now publishing, 
HE SOLICITOR’S REGISTER OF MORT. 
GAGES, and THE SOLICITOR'S REGISTER OF —— 
The Register of Mortgages 


gages, viz., names of ‘ortgagor, 
amount, pt Fe wry held in security, and all necessary 
Price 30s. 

The Register of Interests is provided with a permanent Diary, as wel} 
as an aiphabetical Index, so as to exhibit at a glance what payments are 
due on any day throughout the year, and by and to whom owing, amoun: 
and ll other partioumrs, wi without reference to other Books or 

Entered at Stationers’ Hall, and sold by 
SWINDEN & HODGES, Law Stationers, Liverpool. 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE. 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality: yi 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with sta 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, atent 
Dish ae with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. r doren. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7 
pr he . set 


sils for cottage, jack’s Cutlery has been 
Ivory Table - ng le 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives’ 
oar mata 9d. and 12s.; "Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war. 


As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawi ee 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, 
gery, &c. Maybe had ‘gratis or post free. Every article usshed ta pam in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
ps gg for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per 


Si 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
Be aan ee peed oy eel a of two metals pos- 


— such — ee ee and wear equal 
ver. 
8. “a 


Table Forks, per doz...... 0 
Dessert ditto ..cc.ssccese 0 
0 


Table Spoons 
Dessert ditto ... 
SPOONS ..escecsscces 
E Article for the Table asin Silver. 
on receipt of 20 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 836, STRAND, LONDON, 


AA ene, tes | TEETH.—G. H. Jones, Working 
Dentist, begs to call attention to his self-adhesive Incorredibi 


anted in every respect; sets from £5.—56, Grest 
joer trenary opposite the British Museum Entrance). 


y'eeae AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 


Parliamentary Bills, roe! Bills of ee Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 


Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. . 


Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General ting. , 
| OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 4s, 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tiian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Paice ts put To Account, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 26. 0s. £233.64. £2 4s, 6d. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 


Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


Tene SOLICITORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES 
the bost-made article lower than any other house. 
Hresavtad den tenes bie otanie tee t post free. 
naman & JOHN SLACK, preg vem opposite Somerset Houss. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above 41 sont carriage tree, 


8 
A Sample Tea Spoon for- 











50 Copies. 
£2 6s, 64, 








HE LAW OF TRADE MARES, with some | 
account of ite History and in the Decisions of the 


Courteof Law and Equity. By EDWA LLOYD of Lincoln's 
inn, Pp emdacade yay Reg ae 
fr. Lane 


“I am indebted to the very valuable little publication ‘of 
who has collected all the > amass on this subjcct.”~—V. on Wooo is 
McAndrew March 4 


v. Basedtt, 
Office, 68, Carey -street, W.C. 





